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Christopher M. Brainard, Hsq..(applicant pro hac vrce has complied LR IA I0-2)
468 North Camden Drive, 2no Floor
Beverly Flills, Caliiornia 90210
Telephone: (310) 266-4115 Facsirnile: (866) 272-1870
Attorney fbr: Plaintiff

Adani J. lSgeeclen (NSBN S763)
BRHilDEN & F{nRBE
139 E. Warm Springs, Suite 115
Las Vegas, NV 89119
{702)966-5694
Local Counsel fror Plairrtiff

UNITST, STATS,$ DISTRICT COURT

*ISTRICT O

NIOI-iTS AT VECAS, lNC., a Nevada
Corporation,

Plaintiff,

vs,

DONALD J, TRLTh4P, TRUMP RUFFIN
LLC,'TRUMP RUFFIN TOWER I I,LC,
ancl Does 1-10 incluslve,

Defendants,

F F{DVADA

CAS$ NO.:

COMFr{d.lNT

1. DECLARATOR.Y RELIBf' FOR
NON.INT'RINGEMENT OF
TRADEMARK

2. AI\TI-TRUSTT MO|-{OPOLI$TIC
PRACTICE$,INFLUENCE &
SXCLUSIVA }EALING
AGR[NMENTS
(15 U.S.C, $ I et. scq. 15 U.S,C. $15)

3. FALSO PROMOTION
(ls U.s.C. $ l12s(o){1)E))

4. UNFAIR COMPSTITION

M0NETARV, DECLARATORY, &
II{JUNCTTVE RNLIEF; JTIRY TRIAL

DAMAGT.]S SOUCIdT IN AXCESS OT
$1 BILI,TON

COMPLAINT
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JURIS}ICTTON AND VENUT)

l. Plaintiff brirrgs tlris action seeking a cleclaration of rights with respect

to federal tradernark laws and this court lras jurisdiction pursuant to 15 U.fJ,C. $

I l2l(a). Plaintiff hlso brings tlris action because of defenrlants' violations of the

Shennin Act (1 5 U.S.C. $ 1 et. seq.) and therefore this courl has jurisdiction pursuant to

the Clayton Act (15 U.S.C. b t S *t. seq.) Plaintiffalso brings this action pursuant to 15

U.S.C. $ I 125. Thus, there are federal questiorrs presented and the court has

.iurisdiction over this action under 28 IJ.S.C. $ l33l and 1338.

2, This Court has supplementaljurisdiction pursuant to 28 tJ,$.C. g

1367 to hear and determine Plair:tiffs' state law claims because those clairns are related

to Plaintiffr' federal law ciaims and arise out of a common nucleus of related facts.

3. Venue is proper in the District of Nevada undcr ?B U,S.C. $ 1391 (b)

and (c) because the events or onrissions giving rise to these claims occurred in this

clistrict and the defendants conduct business in this district.

4. Defendants have sufficient conkcts with this district generally and,

in particular, with the events alleged in this complaint, so that each defendant is subject

to the court's exercise of personal iurisdiction over them.

II. THS PARTITTS

5. Plaintiff Nights at Vegas, lnc. is a Nevada corporation duly licensed

to do business as a real estate management company in the State of Nevada ("NAV").

NAV is liccnsed by the Department cf Real Estate ftrr Nevada and is in tl're business of

managing and renting condorniniums in condolninium hotels.

6- Dsfendant Dor':ald J.'I-rurnp is an individual who owns an interest in

entities including deftndantsl'rump Ruffin L,.LC, and T'runrp Ruffin'I'ower I LLC.

'1rump. Donald J Trump has registered 4ggt-is.lhe aetual qvy$l:!of cErtain trademarks at

issge herein inclucling'oTrump," "'l'rump International," and oo"liump International Hotel

-2-
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& l'ower." On infbrmation anrl belief these clefendants control the hotel operations at

the condominium hotel publicly k.nown as the "Trump Intemational ltotel & Tower, Las

Vegas."

7. Plaintiit's allege additional Detbndants Does 1-10 as individuals and

entities yet r-rnidenlineO and Plaintilfu wilt amend this Complaint with their names ancl

iclentifyi ng infomnadon when di scovered,

8. Plaintift's are infbrmed and believe that each l)efbndant was the

agent, employee, paftner, co-conspirator, or other authorized represenfative af the other,

and, in cornmitting the acts and omissions alleged hereinafter, were acting within the

scope of their agency, employment, partnership, conspiracy, or other authorized

representation. Whenever and wherever reference is made in this complaint to any acts

of Defendants, such allegations and referencss shall also be cleemed to mean the acts of

each Defendant acting individually, jointly, or severally.

9. Plaintiffs are infomed and believe that each Defendant entered into a

conspiracy and agreement with the other Defendants ol subsequently joined said

conspiracy and rati{ied the prior acts and conduct of the Defbndants who had previously

entered into said conspiracy. Plaintiffs are currently unaware olwhen each Defendant

joined said conspimcy but, on information and belief, allege that all Defendants have

knowingly, maliciously, and willfully ontsred into said conspiracy wtrich continues to

this clay. The purposes of said ongoing conspiracy includes, but is not limited to, the

creation, maintenance, and irnplementation of practices designed to limit the ability of

Plaintit?to service, market, and rent condominium units at the Trump International

Hotel & Tower * l-as Vegas.

10. The dispute is ripe for adjudication at this time because Defendants

clairn to exclusive contrcl the major rnarketing channcls on the internet (inclucling

Bxpedia,'fravelocity, and Orbirz). On intbnnation and belief, Defendants are in

exclusive agreements with rnost major internet outlets such that Pl*intiffis foreclr:sed
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& 'fower - Las Vegas. Further, Plaintiff s use of the Trump tladenrarks for use in its

marketing campaigns in at issue because the Defendants have refilse to provide a license

or allow any use rvhatsoever absent threat of immediate lawsuit against Plaintiff as r.vell

as its shareholders, dirpctors, and officers, fbr damages,'treble damages. $tatutory fees,

attoilley fbes, and. costs.
- 

I f. This matter affbcrs interstate colnmerce because the consumers and

transient guests Jbr the Trump International Hotel and Tower, Las Vegas, are targetecl

via the internet and some f'rom around the r.vorld.

lxIlKXgF..0xHrBlTs

12. Attachecl as FXhibit L is a true and correct copy of a letter from

Defendants' attorney Demanding that NAV'ocea$s and desist" using any'IRUMp

trademarks. Iiurther, the letler specifically states that Defendants have a "confi.actual

relationship"' with internet outlets such as Expedia, Travelociry, and Orbltz, which are

exclusive.

NATU{I0 Of'rHil_CASE

13" PlaintifTis the only maior cornpetitor to Defenclaiits in providing the
service of'booking transient guests in the residential units in the Trump fnternational

Hotel & Tower - i. e., Mmprket. Defendents*h avej. $qn qpely.

Plaintifltypically ofTers a price split which is better than that offered by Defendants in

that Delbndants offer a 50/50 split, while Plaintiff offers an 80/20 split on net income in

favor of the unit orvners.

14. Plainriff needs to be able to use the'lrurnp trademarks to sati$fy its

obligal;ion to the unit owrrers to market the units it is chargecl with rnanaging since the

marks are attached to the condominium hotel, serve as a location reference, are part of

the public identity of the buildings, is part of the brand associated with the
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condominium units, and becauss the rnarks truthfully describe the nature of the luxury

suites being ofTered to'the public for transient renfal.

15. Irurther, Plaintilf needs to be able to csntract on a level playing

ground with the mqjor l,isting engines so that it is not foreclosed lrom marketing the

r.rnits it managss vib consunrers using the intemst. DEf-bgdgn$- hpve*aps*illy $,tatqd t}r-at

ihev [ave seg,U$d.ex.pluslve conFaqtual fplalig,ns ]yi!h v?qip:us panip-Lf-r+ch !h4.t they are

!h-e.--oJly pqw,-illa! can li$t unitp.fbr traqr$ip$t {qntal qn .rl-g$t of the In3jgr lisring services

in_cjudins &xped-ia" Trave&Eify. pnd Orbitz. On information and belief. Hxgedia

I LavSlpeity. rind Arb *gI

rnaj orir,y efjhe. onlire l4a,*eJ.

16. On information and belief, Defendants have and are securing other

exclusive sgreements with the internet listing services and travel agencies.

17, Consumers are hurt by these astions by Defendants in that they are

not able to {ind the least expensive rooms of equal quality in the market place. Fu:'ther.

the owners olthe residential units are hanned because they will be fbrced to pay an

unfair 50/50 split of income on the units when competition would allorv them to enjoy

an 80/20 split.

18, Defendants have created another ll"rump entity (narne yet unknourr:)

to manage its rental progmm which provides essentially the same service as Plaintiff.

De{bndanrs have integrated the booking servic*s of thsir entity rvhile refusing to agree

to protocols and administrative plncedures with Plaintiff so that Plaintiff ean affange

"check-in" and "cireck-out" of transient guests as well as cleaning of the units PlaintifY

manages. Further, the Defendants have instituted various fees tlrey intend to charge

Plaintitf which they will not chorge their own Trump entity rental prograrn, thus, taking

uneamed benefit and driving Plaintil'tb costs up. These actions are in violation of the

CC&Rs for the condominir-rm hotel as well as lnJevada Revised Statutes 1168, are an

attempt to create and maintain a monopoly, and are an unreasonable resh'aint on trade

and competition.
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I9. l'he entire hotelstaffand people answeringthe phones ar the Trurnp

International Hotel & Tower state when asked about Plaintiff that Plaintiff r.villnot be

allorved to market the units in the buil<iing ancl will not be allowecl to rent units.

Brokers and agents who l'rave an obligation to advise their clients of choices are

threatened -with los\ of commissions ancl are intimidatecl f'rorn even suggesting the

alterrrative tlrat Flaintiff provides. Defbndants have threatened to impose arbitrary, 6n4

pernicious l'ees for Plaintiffs involvernent, Absent the actions as described in this

Complaint,

agreemglt at ap 8j40. Spli!:ersuslp_tpndantls, 50/50- qplit. The amount of lost revenue

to Plaintiff for these many hundreds of clients which have no othcrr alternative than to

sign with Defendants is believed to be approximately $250,000,000 per yeer. Further,
due to the difficulty in switching property management companies, mandatory notice

requirements, and mandatory tenn lengths, Defendants will secure these streams of

revenus for an average of 4 years * i.e., Plaintiff..seeks in excess.of $l bjllioa in

4ernege_s.

FIRST BCLATTO .INFRINGEMtr

TSAPqMA.RK
(Against oll Defenrlants)

20. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates paragraphs l-19.

21. Pursuant to "Condominium Hotel Act," the legal descriptiorr of the

units is set forth et NR$ I1.68,325, titled "Description otlUnits." Therein, NRS

I 168.325, states what is a legally sufficient description of a residential unit as follows:

"A description of the residentiatr units arrd the hotel runit which sets forth the

namp of the condominium hotgL, the file number and book or other

information to $how where the declaration is recorded, the county in which

the condoninirrm hotel is located and the identifoing numbsr of the units is a

at at least

COMFI..AIN'T
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legally sutlicient description of those units and all rights, obligations and

interests appurtsn&nt to those units which were created by the declaration or

bylaws." [Dmphasis adde<i.l

?2. The,,buildings which contain the residential condominium units

rvhich Plaintiff rnahages have the word'TRLMP" in lights on each side of the buildings

and on inlbrrnatiorr and bolieve this is to provide a public iclentity tc tlre buildings arrd

for location refercnce

T.[t g ]$eed ft] r.*n,Iu n sdj+ !s QscJ,* rgfign p-f_R is h ts a_n d lii a bilili p$

23. Flaintiffas a Nevacla Depa*ment of Real Estate licensed property

lrranagement company has an imlnediatc oblig+$pn to properly market the units it has

been contracted with to fitranage, but carrnot because Pefendants have foreclosed many

marketing channels througlt exclusive agreements and due to the'fact that Defendants

ref'use to provide a license or otherwise provide any per:rnission to use the trademarks

"Trump," ""li'un:p International," ol'"Trumfi Inteffiational Hotel & Tower." in f'act,

each and evory instance that Plaintilf has atternptecl to use any reference to the building,

its services, or the units it has an obligation to market, which includes the word

""lrump," Defendants have demanded that Plaintiff cease and desist such use under

threat of lawsuit against Plaintiff, as well as its pJlficels and direclors, seeking damages,

treble damages, attorney tbes, and costs, without providing any basis for piercing the

cotporate structure and for the purpose of intirnidation via attack on the individuals

when the actions are of a lega.l fully licensed and honest entity.

24. Plai{rlif{states pt its.website via d,is:claimer.th.Al it iq-iqdepend"ent of

any condominium hotel as tbllow.s:

"Disclairner: Nights at Vegas. lnc. is an independent property

managoment company rvhieh acts directly with and on behalf of the

owlers of unils in condominium hotels, so that it may aci

-'1 -

fftffip'



3

4

5

6

I

9

10

tl
lt

t !

la
t )

l4

16
1-l
LI

18

r9
20
a1
L'

22

24

?5

26

77

28

independently to bting you better service and rates. None of ils

partners, agents, ernployees, or the company itsel{; are directly

affiliated with any one hotel, casino, or condominium hotel."

25. Plairatiff does not seek to use the tradernarks to create confusion or to

imply endorsenrenl or sponsorship of its company or activities, but rather seeks to

honestly fulfill its obligation ts list transient rentals on the secondary market honestly

and to honesrly convey to the public the service and amenities they are purchasing *

luxury suites in the Trump International l-lotel & 'l'ower, Las Vegas.

26. ln essence, the condomirriuns zu'e a branded service and product

which Plaintiflbelieves has a right to truthfully describe in terms of location, public

identity, and brand, such that the uss of the tradernarks is necessary for an honest

description" $ee l)prv.lQneq_&ep* v. lnt'l g"eg..P[qh,. lno" (2006 CAz NY) 451 f.3d

295. As such, Plaintiff seeks an imnrediate Declaration of rights and liabilities due to

the hct that ther:e is a present controvelsy which rreeds to be rescrlved, Plaintiff seeks a

declaration that the following tmdemarks may be used so long as there is no additional

statement of any kind indicating that Defendants endorse or sponsor Plaintiff s

activit ies:

a. "Trunrp" when used irr the context of marketing hotel rooms: luxury hotel

rooms, luxury suites, rooms, suites, renhl, or transient rental for units in

tJre llrump Intemational Flotel & Tower in Las Vegas;

b. ooTrump lnternational" when used in the context of marketing hotel roomsl

Irxury hotel rooms, Iuxury suites, roorns, suites, rental, or trzursient rental

for units in the'Irump International l"{otel & "['ower in Las Vegas;

c. "Trump lnlernational flotel & 'low€r," when used in the context of

rrrarketing hotel rooms, luxury hotel rooms, luxury suites, rooms, suites,

rental, or ffansient rental fur units in the Trump lnternational I'{otel &

Tower in Las Vegas,

D-:gc lqggto-ry 3,e ligli q tr,{ *r r.a n t q d



I

7

3

4

5

6

X

9

l0

l t
tn

13
1i
LT

l )

16

17

t8

19

20

21

22

aA

25

26
11

28

27. Based on the preceding allegatiorrs, there exists betlvecn the parties a

substantial controversy of irnmediacy and reality to warrant declaratory reliet'. There is

no baci faith intent by Plaintiff nor need for Def'enclants to seek to pursue Plaintiffb

individual officers and directors except for purposes of intimidation" malice prosecution,

and oppression. Plaintiffbelieves the only fhir and efficient means of resolution is

through this actinn and the mercy of the court,

?8. The coun should exercise its discretion, pur$uant to 28 U.S"C. {i

2201 and Federal Rule of Civil Proceclure 57,to issue a declaratory judgment in this

action because Plaintiff is infonned and believe, anclbased on suclr intbrmation and

belief allege that Defbndants' tnotivation in demanding that Plaintiff not use rhe

trademarks is not to protect the trademarks or to prevent confusion, but instead to

unreasonably restrair: trade. prevent the owners of the units ltonr having viable

alternatives to rent and market their units, and to create a monopoly.

29, Thus the courl should granl Plaintiff the.iudgrnent rcquested on the

grounds of fair use, implied license to the unit owners and Plaintiff as their agent,

equitable easement, equitable license, branding in secondary market, accurate

description of a branded product, location reference, and legal description. See l)g.w

Jone_s-& ap, v, lnt"t$e (2006 CAz NY) 451 F.3d 295; and Pplymer Tech.

Qorp. v. Miq&ut (2"d Cir. I 992) 975lr,zd 58, 6l-82 ("As a general rule, traclemark law

does not reach the sale of genuine goods bearing a true mark even though the sale is not

authorized"); and also Prestonettss, Inc. v. Coty, 264U.5.359, 368,4q S,Ct, 350, 68

L.Ed. 731 {1924) ("When the mark is used in a way that does notdeceive the public we

see no such sanctity in the word as to prevent its being used to tell the truth, It is not

taboo.").

s0_CQltF C,Alrs$ Q$ 4$3IQN [OIl AN.TUTRU$Tr MONO"89IISIIC

,rRA qTI q ps, R E1$3R4IN T$ 0\{ TRAp &, A 1,{p .nLC !g$Jy,q A,G FpS}{. S NT s
(Against all Defenclants)
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30. Plaintifl'realleges and irrcorporates paragaphs I * 29.

31. There is a substantial eft'ect on interstate commerce due to the f'act

that the Trump International Hotel & Tower, Las Vegas, is specifically to be use<l for

transient rsntals to international clientele. Ths wotd "intemational" is used as part of

ths nnme of the holel because patrons from all over the world and the U.S. conre to Las

Vegas and stay in its 5 star hotels.

32" Exgbslyg ?eali!g. On information and belief, Det'endants have

entered into exclusive dealirtg agreements with intsmet companies to control the

markecing channels on the intemet whicli are necessaly to effectively list and rent units

in the'I'rump International Flotel & Torver, Las Vegas. See Exhibit 1. These

agreement$ are an atlenrpt to restrain trade and tbreclose the only real competitor,

Plaintiff, trorn being able to list and rent units at the condominium hotel.

33. S-upprgsripnS_f Corypg:litlprr viq krprqpst Pqi!_cjqs qf Tradenark and

egpyt'lghJ$. Det"endants refuse to allow the valid use of their rademarks for honest

marketing of condominium units within the condo hotelthey have named with their

tradernarks"* i,s., Trunrp International Hotel & Tower. lly threatening such litigation

and attempting to lirnit the ability of Plaintift the only major competitor, from being

able to honestly describe the units it intends to rerrt, Defendarrts have suppressecl

competition.

34. Kgfugd_lglQg4l. De{bndants have refused to provide protocol to

Plaintiff for "check-in," 'ocl'leck-out," and other attendant services when they in fact

have an obligation to the unit r:wners and Plaintiff as thsr unit owners' designated

proper:ty manager and agent to do so pursuant to the NRS I l6B ancl the CC&R:;. This

pr"events Plaintiff as the only n:aior competitor from being able to provide the service of

r-enting the units and ftcilitates Defendants attempted monopoly.

35. ImpJqrpgr Inforyral-i . Deftndants and

their agenls have and are providing inaccurate information to unit owners when they

inquire about Plaintitl's services. Defendants advise unit owners that Plaintiff cannot

* -19: -COMPLAINT
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nlarket the mits, will not be allowed to rnake bookings, and will not be allowed to rsnt

the units. Furtlier, Real estate brokers and agents rvho have a duty to be honest and

advise urtit orvners of Plaintiffls services are subject to intimidation and threats that they

will lose their commissions related to pending transactions for even mentioning the

name oJ'PlaintifTt& prospective purchasers or cuff€nt owners of units at the Trump

Intcrnationai Ho.el & Tower. By irnproperly provirling false infonnation and by using

financial leverage against real estate brokers ancl agents, when these brokers and agents

would otherwise honor their duties to advise unit owner.s of'their alternatives,

Defendanls are improperiy suppressing infor:mation, suppressing conrpetition, and

attempttng to creale a monopoly.

36. The Defendants, through collaboration, cooperation and conspirccy,

have entered into a plan and scherne, the purpose of which is to completely control and

monopolize the m$rketing and rental incorne from the residential units in the condo

hotel.

37. Iqiunction. Plaintiff seeks all injunctive reLief necessary, including

preliminary injunction, and "fRO, ef'fectively restraining Defendants tlom their unlawful

interferences rvith commerce. If such an injunction is granted. Defendants will suffer no

harm, rvhile if the injunction is not granted, Plaintil'f rvill be unable to provide service to

the units it manages such that the unit owner$ will be harmed in loss of income,

worldwide consumers will be hurt in loss of the opporturiry [o secure the lowest price

fbr transient rentals at the Trurnp International Hotel & Tower, and Plaintiffwill be

harrned by losing substantial income in not being able to book the rooms and make its

commission.

38. Damages. Flaintiff believes and states accordingto proof tltat it will

lose income frorn hundreds of units in the building as a result at a present value of $1

Billion, according to proof. Plaintiff seeks damages, feble damages, ettorney feeg, and

cost|;.
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39. Unless enjolned and restrained, Defendants rvill secure a complete

rnonopoly of the world wide marketing and rental of units in the condo hotel as weil as

the incorne to be derived from the individually owned units in the condo hotel.

40. Plaintiff seeks, treble damages ($3 Billion), attorney fees, and costs

tbr suit fbr-these rribiations.

Tliflsp c4u;.8 oF AqT{.pll Fptl FAL$E pBoM0X:roly

U 5 u.s.gkE I l?s(sx l){B})

(Against all Defend nnts)

4l. Plaintif'f realleges and incr:rporates by re.fbrencs paragr"phs I-40.
42. Deferrdants prenreditated and intended to engage in suppression ol'

competition and to secure a nronopoly R'om the beginning. In their promotional

materials in seiling the units, Defendants included in the "Public Oflering'ancl in the

CC&R's the following misleading statements about any competitor rsntal programs Like
Plaintitl's. These statements are in caps and in bold lettering and evcry unit ownsr was
provided copy:

..,.,THA:I'ANY RNNTAL PRO{}RAM THAT MAY BECOIVTI

AVAILABLII TN WHICH A RBSIDENTIAL UNIT OWNER

MTGHT I}B$IRE TO PAITTICTPATB WILL MOST LIKELY

PLACS $EV[,RA RBSTRTCTIONS ON A RESIT'N,NTIAL

{}WNAR'S RIGHTS TO USE SAID OWNSIT'S UNTT,

INCI,UilING IMPOSING SLACKOUT PERIODS $R OTHAR

DATS RESTRICTTONS ON U$[ OT''THN RESIDANTIAL

UNIT THAT ARN IN ADDITION TO THN RESTRICfiONS

ANf| RAQUIRBMnNTS TMPOSED BY Tfrrs

DOCLARATION,''

43. I,laintiff has been harmed by tltis misleading slatement because unit

owners believe after readirrg this statement that any prograln other t:han Defendants'
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exi$ting program will "most likely" to impose "severe restdctions," "blackoutsn" and

"date restrictjons." Pinintift's program does not do any of these things.

44. Defendants should be enjoined fi'om making further statements of

tl,is nattre and should be fequired now, While theYhavg.lhe poWe.r tp- amend the

CC&Rs, to--removl this language which scrves no pu{pose but to mislead.

45.r l4irnction, preliminary injunction, an#or 1R0 will not hann

Dofendants in any way, whiie granting such an injunction will benefit Plaintiff by

preventing confu.sion amongst residential unit owners as to the tenus and conditions

oft'erecl by PlaintifTl

46. PlaintilTalleges on infbnnation and belief, and on such inforrnation

and beliel'and according to proof alleges thal hundreds of unit owners have not engaged

Illainti{Tbased on this language and tactics by Delbndants and that the total amount of

darnages in lost rev$nue to Plaintiff over the next 4 years will be $1 Billion.

47. Plaintiffseeks, damages, treble damages ($3 Billion), attomey fees.

and costs of suit.

r o pR un. qA us p_plAs.rl qN.rgs*UNFAIIr cQMr sT lTt olY
{Against all Defendants}

48. Plaintifl realleges and irrcorporates by reference paragraphs 145.

49, Defendants' actions as stated herein constitute unfair competition.

50. PlaintitTseeks ali danrages, treble damages, attomey fbes, costs of

suit, injunction, and declaratory relie{''

CLATM I-'OR RELICIF

Plairitiff prays this Ccrufi enter judgment a$ follows:
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l. Declare that Plaintiffrnay use the trademarks 'oTrump,' o'Trump

trnternational," and "Trump International Flotel & Towet'' for marketing

units at fhe condo hotel located in Las Vegas;

2. ll'hat Dofendants be enjoined from eng,agrng in monopolistic and anti-

cornpbtitive activities including exclusive dealings, suppression of

corupetition, and refusing to deal;

3. Attomey fees and costs of suit;

4. r\ward compensatory damages to Plaintiff in the anrount of $l Billion

and according to prood Plaintiff also seeks treble of said darnages ($3

Bill ion)"

5. Such further relief as the Cou:rt deems proper.

Dated: January 25.2008
Christopher M. Brainard, Esq.
Attorney fbr PlaintifT
(Applicant Pro Hac Yice
has complied LR IA 10-2)

Faithfully,

-l{.

COMPI,AINT
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JURY NNMAND

Pursuanr to Rurle 38 of the Federal ll.ules of Civil

r€quests a jury trial.

!

-r\Dated: January 25,2008

Frocedure, F I ainrtff hereby

Faithfi:lly,

Chr:istopher M. Brninard, Esq.
Attorney for Plainri flb
(applicant pxs hac vice)

COMFI..ATNT


